











FOURTH ANNUAL REPORT 

OF THE 

AMERICAN SOCIETY 

FOR THE 

RESTRICTION OF VIVISECTION. 

FOR THE 

YEAR ENDING JANUARY 27th, 1887. 


Organized February 23d, 1883. 

Incorporated May, 1883. 


PHILADELPHIA: 

OFFICE, No. 1002 WALNUT STREET. 
1887. 









BOARD OF MANAGERS 

OF THE 

AMERICAN SOCIETY 


RESTRICTION OF VIVISECTION. 


PRESIDENT. 

WM. R. D. BLACKWOOD, M.D., 

246 N. Twentieth Street. 
VICE-PRESIDENTS THROUGH THE STATE. 


Hiram Corson, m.d., 

Conshohocken, Montgomery Co. 

George F. Horton, m.d., 

Terrytowi), Bradford Co. 

John A. Brooke, m.d., 

Reading, Berks Co. 

A. D. Johnson, m.d., 

Allegheny City. 

Isaac Massey, m.d., 

West Chester, Chester Co. 


S. A. S. Jessup, m.d., 

Kittanning, Armstrong Co, 

S. S. Schultz, m.d., 

Danville, Montour Co. 

Charles T. Palmer, m.d., 

Pottsville, Schuylkill Co. 

W. S. Foster, m.d., 

Pittsburgh. 

W. C. Evans, m.d., 

Erie. 


VICE-PRESIDENTS IN THE CITY. 


Thomas G. Morton, m.d., 
Mr. Henry Flanders, 
Owen J. Wister, m.d., 
Rev. Henry J. Morton, 
Rev. P. A. Jordan, S.J., 


Mrs. Richard P. White, 
Mrs. Wayne MacVeagh, 
Hon. Daniel M. Fox, 

Mr. Philip C. Garrett, 
Mrs. John K. Valentine. 


SECRETARY. 

MISS ADELE BIDDLE, 

2033 Pine Street. 

TREASURER. 

MR. STEPHEN FARRELLY, 

117 South Fifth Street. 
CORRESPONDING SECRETARY, 

MISS S. L. BALDWIN, 

318 South Broad Street. 

COUNSELLORS. 

MR. RICHARD P. WHITE. MR. CHARLES BIDDLE. 


EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE. 


Rev. Richard Newton, n 
Miss Martha Milligan, 
Miss Coxe, 

Mr. Robert R. Corson, 
Mrs. Robert W. Smith, 
Mr. Robert W. Ryerss, 
Mrs. John Easby, 

Miss S. K. Davidson, 
Mr. Geo. H. Earle, 


Miss Caroline Boggs, 

Mrs. J. C. Randall, 

Mr. Thomas Earle White, 
Mr. Joel J. Baily, 

Mrs. Travis Cochran, 
Frank Woodbury, m.d., 
Mrs. Philip S. Conner, 
James E. Garretson, m.d., 
Mr. Samuel Hinds Thomas, 


Mr. James A. Freeman. 













FOURTH ANNUAL REPORT 


OF THE 

AMERICAN SOCIETY 

FOR THE 

RESTRICTION OF VIVISECTION. 

Made on January 27th, 1887. 


The Fourth Annual Meeting of the Society for the Restriction 
of Vivisection took place on Thursday, January 27th, 1887, at 
the office of the Society, at 1002 Walnut Street. Dr. Thomas 
G. Morton presided. 

The Reports of the Secretary and Treasurer were read, and 
addresses were made by Prof. J. Rendell Harris, of Haverford 
College, by Mrs. Richard P. White, and Dr. Frank Woodbury. 

An election of a Board of Managers for the ensuing year was 
held. 

The minutes of the Third Annual Meeting were read. That 
meeting took place on January 26th, 1886, at Association Hall. 
The speakers on the occasion were Hon. Wayne MacVeagh, Dr. 
John H. Packard, and Mr. Francis Wells. 

REPORT OF THE SECRETARY. 

In presenting a Report of the work of the Society for the 
Restriction of Vivisection for the year 1886, we must recall to 
its members that, during the previous year, 1885, the Society’s 
exertion had been chiefly directed to obtain a Law from the 
Pennsylvania Legislature to restrict the practice of experiment¬ 
ing on living animals. The Bill, prepared by the Society, and 
subsequently greatly modified in an effort to come to an agree¬ 
ment with its opponents, was defeated in the Committee to which 
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it had been referred, and did not come at all before either body 
of the Legislature. The Society then looked forward to prepar¬ 
ing a new bill for the session of 1887. As the time drew near, 
a Committee was formed to prepare the bill and bring it before 
the Board for approval in the month of December last. 

The Committee, on meeting to consider the exact provisions 
that a new bill should contain to be an effective barrier against 
existing cruelties, and so to satisfy the just expectations of the 
Society, had also to consider whether, if such important restrictions 
were demanded, the support of the public and of the Legislature 
could, at this present moment, be counted on. They then real¬ 
ized the difficulty of the task. To obtain a Law insufficient for 
any real protection would be worse than no law at all. Such a 
Law would give an apparent security against cruelty while it 
went on undiminished. Laboring under this difficulty, the Com¬ 
mittee referred the matter back to the Board, with the recom¬ 
mendation that a new bill be postponed for the present; and, 
since the great hindrance to success seems to lie in the indiffer¬ 
ence of the public to this source of cruelty, they suggested that 
the Society should renew its efforts to have these cruelties real¬ 
ized, and for this purpose should print the illustrations of it 
depicted in works on physiology, or other medical works, which 
show better than any description what an experiment on a living 
animal may amount to. 

The Board acquiesced in the Committee’s decision in regard 
to v a new bill, and also directed that illustrated publications 
should be prepared. 

Although this enforced delay in procuring a restrictive law 
must prove a great disappointment to all the members of our 
association; yet we must remember that the year just closed has 
not been without its encouragements. It .is certain that we have 
made the cruelties of experimentation much more widely known 
in our own country than they were ever known before, and 
such information, spread among intelligent people, must gradu¬ 
ally arouse a deep opposition to the practice. One great aid in 
this, of late, has been Mrs. Richard P. White’s excellent essay 
on the subject, written in answer to a eulogium of vivisection, 
which, without such a refutation, would have done our cause great 
harm, especially in this community. 
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Another encouragement is that we have reason to believe 
that the doctrines we advocate are beginning to be recognized 
as just, by the best class of our fellow citizens; that class from 
which men are usually chosen for places of trust and influence, 
who, if convinced of the justness of any principle, will not fail 
to carry it out in practice. In this city during last spring, at 
an election to an important professorship, extreme and ardent 
advocacy of vivisection proved to'be an insuperable obstacle to. 
the success of one of the candidates, the deciding vote at the 
* election being cast against the candidate on that account. 

And surely such views are most to be deprecated in a teacher 
of young men who after adopting them, would soon go out into 
the world to practice thpm, to inculcate them, and so perpetuate 
them—perhaps grow callous by them. When we meet so often 
with the disappointing reply from Christian men and women— 
“ Why, if some good for us can be got from the infliction of theise 
sufferings upon animals we would not oppose them,” this higher 
tone in regard to vivisection, which puts expediency aside, is 
reassuring, and will help us to wait for the better day that is 
coming for the objects of our solicitude—‘ f the animals liable to 
vivisection.” 

In Jersey City, New Jersey, the Society “ for th6 prevention 
of cruelty to animals” established there, was instrumental in 
putting a stop to cruel experiments upon dogs. A physician was 
engaged during last summer in a series of experiments in which 
he fractured the spines of dogs. Fortunately, these experiments 
were not entirely hidden from the knowledge of the outside world 
in the laboratory of a Medical school, but were carried on in a 
barn or stable. Therefore the interposition of the Society was 
possible, and caused them to be discontinued* 

For those who deplore all cruelty to man, while they are in¬ 
different to that which is inflicted upon the dumb animals, we 
may record the proposition made a few days ago at a meeting in 
New York, of the Society of Medical Jurisprudence. During a 
discussion on the “ death penalty” and how to impose it, a lawyer 
advocated “ delivering the criminal over to a commission of 
selected scientists, and letting them take his life in the interests 
of science.” So, it may come to pass that the passion for experi- 





6 


ments upon living animals, now so freely permitted all over the 
United States, may some day demand its victims from our own 
race, since the pursuit of knowledge has proved itself to be as 
insatiable and pitiless as the pursuit of gold. 

We were extremely glad to welcome back to this country, last 
summer, Prof. J. Rendell Harris, of the University of Cambridge, 
England, who was called from England to take a professorship 
in Haverford College, and who came at once to our office to 
become a member of our association. 

In beginning a new year, we regret that we must part with 
the leadership of our President, Dr. Thos. G. Morton, whoset 
espousal of our cause two years ago has helped to make the 
Society favorably known all over the £>tate of Pennsylvania. 
Dr. Morton has positively declined a re-election. In declining, 
he says, “ I wish you to understand that the action on my part 
“ is not because my interest and devotion to the cause we advo- 
“ cate has diminished in the slightest degree, for it has not, and 
“ never will; but I am thoroughly mindful that the office of 
“ President should not be confined to any one individual, but 
“that rotation is healthful, not only for the Society but the 
“ public.” 

We trust that the consciousness that we have not accomplished 
as yet all that we hoped to, will induce us as a Society, and as 
individuals, to work with more assiduity than we have yet done, 
so that we may deserve, in some degree, at last the blessing of 
success, when the Divine Ruler over all the affairs of this life 
may see fit to grant it. 

Adele Biddle, Secretary. 


[Extract from one of the accounts in the public press.] 

“Jersey City, June 5th.—Dr. B. A. Watson, a prominent physician 
of this city, was arraigned yesterday, charged with cruelty to animals, in 
having, as alleged, maltreated a number of dogs. The doctor’s carriage- 
house was searched, and in one corner, on the second floor, was found a 
pen, about 12 X 16 feet in dimensions. One side of a room was taken 
up with a table, upon which were twenty-nine glass jars, which contained 
sections of canine spines and other portions of dogs’ carcasses. Against 
th$ opposite wall hung an adjustable harness, made of leather and can¬ 
vas, and suspended from the ceiling was a pulley. As the animals were 
required they were taken from the pen and led into the operating room. 
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Here they were placed under anaesthetics. The dog was secured in the 
harness and hoisted to the. ceiling. A trap-door in the floor was opened, 
and as the rope was released the dog would fall through the trap. About 
three feet below the ground floor is a stout iron framework supported by 
bars. From two sides of the framework are projections of iron. The 
dog in descending would come down back first and strike against the 
prongs, the object being to produce eoncussion of the spinal column. 
Some of the dogs recovered, and others lived from a week to ten days 
after the operations. Dr. Watson claimed that his experiments were in¬ 
tended to illustrate the effects of spinal concussions upon human beings. 
It is. said he is the expert of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company in 
matters of accident, and that he is working to ascertain whether a con¬ 
cussion of the spine will, after a lapse of from two to six months, produce 
a decrease of vitality or loss of nervous power along the spinal cord. 










OBITUARY. 


HON. WILLIAM A. PORTER. 

The Society has also to record tBe loss that the Anti-Vivisection cause 
has sustained during the past year, by the death, on June 29th, of the 
Hon. William A. Porter, a Vice-President of the Society, and a life mem¬ 
ber. Before the organization of the Society, Judge Porter’s strong con¬ 
victions against vivisection were freely expressed, and he was therefore 
invited to become the President of the Association as soon as it should be 
established. His many other duties and engagements, among them those 
belonging to the Presidency of the Union Benevolent Association, led 
him to decline the position, and he was elected a Vice-President. 

FRANCIS WELLS. 

It is with the deepest regret that we record the death of our esteemed 
friend and co-laborer, Mr. Francis Wells, which occurred in April of last 
year. Having been induced to look into the subject of experimentation 
upon animals, he. became convinced that unrestricted vivisection was a 
great, evil, and a wrong not only to the creatures themselves that were 
subjected to such cruelties, but to the God who had made them. Having 
acquired these views, with his usual fearlessness and independence he did 
not hesitate to give utterance to them in the columns of the journal with 
which he was connected, and by this means he rendered, we believe, a 
great service to our cause. His benevolence, which had already taken so 
conspicuous a form in his labors for the human race, was now exerted 
toward the inferior orders of creation, and he espoused our side at the 
risk of giving offence to a large and influential portion of the community. 

M. JULES CHARLES SCHOLL. 

It is with much regret that we record the untimely death of a true and 
ardent friend of our cause, M. Jules Charles Scholl, which occurred on 
Friday, 22d of October, 1886, near Bienne, Switzerland. He was the 
author of Ayez Pitie, and of many pamphlets on the vivisection contro¬ 
versy, and to the last week of his life was engaged in getting up petitions 
and otherwise aiding the cause. In a letter to a friend, written four days 
before his death, he says: “ Je puis dire que depuis dix ans que je connais 
ces faits odieux etque je m’en occupe plus ou moins, je n’ai plus eu un 
seul jour vraiment heureux.”—The Zoophilist. 











TREASURER’S REPORT. 


February 1 st, 1886, Balance on hand. 


$245 41 


SUBSCRIPTIONS RECEIVED AS FOLLOWS: 


59 Of 2 00 
2 of 3 00 
29 of 5 00 
8 of 10 00 
1 of 20 00 


4 of $1 00 each. 


$ 4 00 
118 00 
C 00 
145 00 


80 00 


20 00 


Goods sold at Fair. 


3 of 25 00 


5 of 50 00 


75 00 
250 00 
31 00 


Total receipts for year. 


729 00 


$974 41 


EXPENDITURES. 


Rent of Association Hall for Annual Meeting, January 26tli, 1886. 

Advertising the same.. 

Rent, office expense, and salary of clerk... 

Printing. 

Postage, postal cards and wrappers. 

Subscriptions to ZoOphilist... 


Balance on hapd. 


$185 39 


January 27th, 1887. 


stepheJt farrelly, 

Treasurer. 


Vouched and examined and found correct. 

Caroline A. Boggs, Auditors. 


Ej II. -- • 

One-third of Proceeds of Bazaar held at Hotel Bellevue not included in the above 



statement, 


$1011.03.. 
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FOR 1886. 


LIST OF THE MEMBERS OF THE SOCIETY. 

LIFE MEMBERSHIP, $SO.OO. 


LIFE MEMBERS. 
*Mrs. J. Rhea Barton. 

' Mrs. Clarence H. Clark. 
Mr. Charles Motley Clark. 
Miss Mary D. Fox. 

Miss Hinds. 

Hon. Wm. A. Porter. 

Mr. R. W. Ryerss. 

Mrs. Joseph W. Ryerss. 

Mr. W. G. Thomas. 

Miss Anne Wain. 


Miss G. C. Baldwin.$10 00 

“ . 10 00 

Miss L. W. Baldwin. 2 00 

Miss S. L. Baldwin. 2 00 

Mr. JoelJ. Baily. 2 00 

Mrs. Joel J. Baily. 2 00 

Mrs. Thomas Bickerton. 2 00 

Miss Adele Biddle. 2 00 

Mrs. Chas. J. Biddle . 2 00 

Mr. Chas. Biddle. 2 00 

Mrs. Richard Biddle... 2 00 

Mrs. James S. Biddle. 2 00 

Mrs. David Birney. 2 00 

Miss A. C. Bisbing. 2‘ 00 

Mrs. M. L. Bisbing. 2 00 

Miss C. A. Boggs. 2 00 

Miss E.'L. Boggs. 2 00 

Miss V. C. Boggs. 2 00 

Mrs. Conyers Button. 2 00 

Mrs. Bowie. 5 00 

Mrs. Moses Brown. 2 00 

Mrs. Maria Clingan. 2 00 

Mrs. Travis Cochran. . 10 00 

. 5 00 

Mr. P. S. P. Connor. 2 00 

Mrs. Philip Connor. 2 00 

Miss Connor. 2 00 

Hiram Corson, m.d. 6 00 

Miss Croxall. 5 00 

Miss M. C. Coxe. 2 00 


Miss S. K. Davidson.$20 50 

Mrs. Mary Earle. 2 00 

Mrs. John H. Easby... 2 00 

Mr. May S. Easby. 2 00 

Miss Ewing, Newtown_ 5 00 

Mr. Stephen Farrelly. 5 00 

Mr. Chas. Ferguson. 10 00 

Miss Fannie Ferguson. 6 00 

Mr. Henry Flanders. 2 00 

Mr. Lewis L. Forbes. 5 00 

Miss Mary D. Fox. 50 00 

Mr. Henry B. French. 2 00 

Miss Anna Griffith.. 2 00 

Miss Hernersen. 1 00 

Miss E. F. Henderson. 5 00 

Prof. J. Rendell Harris. 2 00 

Mrs. J. R. Harris. 2 00 

Miss Emily Hinds. 50 00 

Mrs. F. J. Kimball. 2 00 

Mrs. A. S. Logan. 2 00 

Mrs. Geo. S. Lovell. 2 00 

Mrs. A. L. Lowry. 6 00 

Mrs. James Martin. 5 00 

Mrs. Fred T. Mason. 2 00 

Miss Maylin. 1 00 

Miss E. S. McEwen..... 6 00 

Miss M. A. McEwen. 2 00 

Mr. Wainwright McEwen... 5 00 

Mrs. Wayne MacVeagh. 2 00 

Miss Milligan. 2 00 

Miss Martha E. Milligan. 2 00 

A. K. Minick, m.d . 2 00 

Thomas G. Morton, m.d . 5 00 

Rev. H. J. Morton. 2 00 

Rev. Richard Newton. 2 00 

Mrs. E. Meredith Norris....: 5 00 
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Miss Eliza Otto.$ 2 

Mr. & Mrs. Wm. Cruger Pell.. 5 
“ “ .. 5 

Mr. Alfred Pell, N. Y. 25 

Miss Ruth A. Pierce. 2 

Mrs. J. C. Randall. 2 

“ 3 

Mr. W. W. Randall. 2 

Mrs. John Robbins..-.. 3 

F. W. R. 5 

Mr. R. W. Ryerss. 25 

“ .:. 10 

Mrs. J. W. Ryerss. 50 

Mr. Coleman Sellers..*. 2 

Mrs. James C. Smith. 10 

Mrs. Robert W. Smith. 5 

Miss E. W. Stevenson. 2 

Mrs. A. May Stevenson. 2 

Mr. A. M. Stevenson. 1 

Miss Anne P. Stevenson. 2 

Mrs. Dexter S. Stone. 5 

Mrs. George M. Stroud. 2 

Miss Stroud. 2 

Mrs. Wm. G. Thomas. 50 


Mrs. C. R. Thomas.$ 2 00 

Miss Emily Hinds Thomas.. 10 00 
Mr. Samuel Hinds Thomas.. 5 00 
Mrs. Samuel Hinds Thomas. 5 00 

Miss Emily Tilghman. 2 00 

Miss Lucretia Towne. 5 00 

Miss Rosa M. To\yne. 5 00 

Mrs. L. D. Vail. 2 00 

Mrs. J. K. Valentine.. 2 00 

Miss Anne Wain (contribu¬ 
tion). 50 00 

Mrs. John G. Watmough.... 5 00 

Miss Fannie Welsh.. 2 00 

Mrs. Samuel Welsh.... 2 00 

Miss Sallie Wheeler. 2 00 

Miss Ella White. 2 00 

Miss Rebecca White. 25 00 

Mrs. R. P. White. 10 50 

Mr. Thomas Earle White.... 2 00 

Mr. Jacob T. Williams. 5 00 

Mrs- Owen J. Wister. 5 00 

Sale at Fair, Mrs. Wister.... 25 00 
Sale of Goods, Mrs. Connor. 6 00 
Publication, Mr. Pell.,. 1 00 


00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

oo 

00 

: 00 

; 00 

I 00 












































M. PASTEUR AND HYDROPHOBIA. 

I. 

(“Nottingham Guardian,” April 22d.) 

Sir: —The pertinent query of your correspondent in to-day's 
issue, “Was the dog mad that bit the policeman?” reminds me 
of the question addressed by a sympathizing visitor to a patient 
employed in the garden of a lunatic asylum, “ What do you 
grow here?” “Madder,” was the stern reply, and really the 
remark seems applicable to the nation at large. How mad the 
people went over spelling bees, penny readings, and Pall Mall 
revelations. Now they are gone on kissing games, Pasteurism, 
and hydrophobia, and yet hydrophobia is the rarest of diseases. 
Common cold causes- more devastation in one year than hydro¬ 
phobia in centuries, and the same remark applies, though in a 
less degree, to many other maladies usually considered as trivial 
as trivial can be. We all know that if a patient has had one or 
other of a certain class of diseases he is not likely to suffer from 
a second attack. He becomes acclimatized, inured, salted,-—as 
they say of African horses,—in short, protected. This is a matter 
of common experience, and has been usefully applied to the pre¬ 
vention of disease. There is no analogy, however, between a 
system like this which commends itself to our common sense, 
and M. Pasteur’s inoculations for hydrophobia. M. Pasteur is 
said to cure patients, but the patients he cures have nothing the 
matter with them, nor does he give them a mild attack of hydro¬ 
phobia in order to prevent a more serious attack. The dog’s 
bite produces no effect. M. Pasteur’s injection produces no 
effect; and then the patient, who had nothing the matter with 
him, is said, mirabile dicta, to be cured. There is nothing won¬ 
derful in the fact that these patients escape hydrophobia so far 
as the dog’s bite is concerned; millions have been bitten—indeed, 
who has not been bitten some time Or other ? And yet hydro¬ 
phobia is the rarest of diseases, and M. Pasteur fails utterly to 
show how the introduction of the virus of hydrophobia into his 
patient’s system can prevent the evil effect of virus already in¬ 
troduced, if it has been introduced, or fail to increase the patient’s 
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risk, if, although bitten, he either has or has not escaped inocula¬ 
tion with the dog’s tooth. Hydrophobia in the human subject 
is so seldom seen that among the 20,000 practitioners of medicine 
and surgery in the United Kingdom, many with a visiting list 
of from 30 to 40 families daily, it is more than difficult, nay, it 
is almost impossible, to find one who has ever attended a single 
case. It is a very rare disease also among animals, and among 
the hundreds and thousands of Pariah dogs, homeless, starving, 
and, when fed, fed on offal, who for ages have wandered about 
the streets of Constantinople, the disease is utterly unknown ; 
and Mr. Pavitt, of the “ Lost Dogs’ Home ” in London, after 17 
years’ experience and an intimate acquaintance with 200,000 
lost, miserable, and starving anirpals, declares that “ He has 
never seen a mad dog in his life.” There is no evidence that the 
dogs who have bitten M. Pasteur’s patients were really suffering 
from rabies. Dr. Billings, who took over the children from 
America, admits that there was no evidence that his patients had 
been bitten by rabid animals. It is true that in two or three 
cases treated by M. Pasteur the animals inflicting the bite have • 
tbeen certified as rabid by a veterinary surgeon ; but what does 
that really amount to ? With regard to the pathology of rabies, 
we are all in a fog. What is evidence to one mind would not 
be conclusive to another. A veterinary surgeon has certified 
that the dog that bit Dr. Hughes, ope of M. Pasteur’s patients, 
was not mad, and I think he is right. Moreover, Mr. Bouley, 
the eminent superintendent of the Veterinary College at Alfort, 
near Paris, has pointed out that if the dog is really mad it will 
certainly die; it cannot live beyond a day or two, so that such 
certificates are of little or no value unless accompanied by a 
careful post-mortem examination and record following a natural, 
not a violent, death, and verified and tested by a competent com¬ 
mission. In fact, Sir, the dogs supposed to be mad in most of 
these cases have been simply lost, sick, perplexed, and distracted 
by the-howls of a chevying mob and the shocking ill-treatment 
to which they have been subjected by human beings far madder 
than themselves. But let us assume that the animal is really suf¬ 
fering from rabies. It by no means follows that his bite will 
have any injurious consequences. During the Vienna epidemic, 
of 27 persons bitten by mad dogs, not one of the patients had 
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hydrophobia. The dog is not like the venomous snake; he has 
no apparatus for injecting poison. His coup de. dent is a mere 
bruise, scratch, or laceration, and if the wound is washed, sucked, 
or treated with alcohol, vinegar, or any caustic, the chances are 
that in about nine cases out of ten no ill consequences will ensue. 
During the year 1883 there was a kind of epidemic of rabies in 
England, and 45 persons were bitten by mad dogs, animals which, 
as far as could be ascertained, were realfy suffering from rabies. 
Only five of those bitten, however, developed hydrophobia. 
Indeed, extensive statistics show that from 80 to 90 per cent, of 
those bitten by mad dogs escape all ill consequences. Few 
adults have escaped a bite from a dog some time or other ; many 
fanciers would find it difficult to count the times they have been 
bitten, and this it appears to me is all you can say of M. Pasteur’s 
patients, since the evidence that the persons operated on by him 
have been bitten by animals suffering from hydrophobia will not 
bear investigation, and the chances of escape, without any inter¬ 
ference, even if such evidence were forthcoming and trustworthy, 
very greatly in their favor. There is not the slightest evidence 
that M. Pasteur has discovered a cure for hydrophobia, while it 
is certain that the constant maintenance of the disease among 
animals in order to keep up a supply of lymph is a terrible evil 
in itself and a great peril to society, and the injection of the lymph 
into the system of human beings is, in my humble opinion, far 
more dangerous than the dreaded bite it is supposed to cure. I 
am told that certain simple-minded persons have taken their dogs 
to M. Pasteur to be inoculated as a protection. I can hardly 
believe this, but if it be so it is time for the Legislature to inter¬ 
fere, since M. Pasteur admits himself that such inoculated ani¬ 
mals might possibly communicate rabies to others, and it is diffi¬ 
cult to imagine a more certain method of perpetuating hydro¬ 
phobia. I am, Sir, etc., 

Charles Bell Taylor, m.d., f.r.s.e., 
Surgeon to Nottingham and Midland Eye Infirmary. 

II. 

(“Nottingham Daily Guardian,” April 28th, 1886.) 

Sir :—I have read with much interest the communications Qf 
your able correspondents. I fail, however, to find any. reply to 
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my arguments. No one denies that hydrophobia is one of the 
rarest of diseases; so rare in the human subject that it is almost 
impossible to find a medical practitioner who has ever had a 
patient suffering from the disease. No one affirms that a man 
who has been bitten by a dog that is not mad is any worse off 
than he would have been if he had received a slight wound from 
any other source, and no one denies that the great majority of 
those persons who have been bitten by dogs undoubtedly mad 
escape all ill consequences. I pointed out in my former letter 
that of 45 persons bitten by rabid animals during the epidemic 
in 1883, only five contracted hydrophobia, and I may now add 
that at the recent discussion which followed the reading of Mr. 
Horsley’s paper on hydrophobia, at the Parkes Museum of Hy¬ 
giene, Surgeon-Major Pringle stated that he himself had survived, 
a bite on his bare finger from a rabid animal. He also mentioned 
other cases exactly similar to his own. Two of these patients 
had been bitten by a jackal that had subsequently died of rabies, 
and another was severely bitten by a man frothing at the mouth, 
and moribund from hydrophobia. Mr. Horsley, the lecturer, 
also stated at the same meeting that two men employed at the 
Brown Institution' in London who were accidentally bitten by 
rabid dogs escaped all ill consequences; and a child who was 
bitten also escaped, although other animals inoculated from the 
same dog died of rabies. Now, it is clear that if these forty- 
seven patients had had a little rain-water injected under the skin, 
and then been told that they were cured and for ever protected 
from hydrophobia, although they might be bitten again and 
again by rabid animals, they would be in exactly the same posi¬ 
tion as the patients treated by M. Pasteur, even assuming that 
only those persons consulted him who had been bitten by actually 
rabid animals. But when we reflect that his clinique is crowded 
by a host of silly and misguided people who have merely been 
licked as in one case, or touched with a dog’s tooth, or have only 
received slight wounds from animals who are in perfect health,, 
and not rabid at all, it is easy to see how the public, and even 
the professor himself, may be deluded as to the value of treatment 
which may be simply innocuous, and nothing more. For my own 
part, I hope it is innocuous! But five of M. Pasteur’s patients 
have died already—an enormous percentage for simple bites— 
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and I protest that this is ample proof that his treatment cannot 
prevent hydrophobia. Moreover, one cannot help an uneasy 
feeling as to the risk incurred by those persons who are conducted 
by medical men to M. Pasteur’s laboratory, in order to have a 
little semi-putrid rabid rabbit’s spinal marrow injected into their 
veins. Far be it from me to depreciate M. Pasteur’s claims. 
We owe to him the discovery of the germ theory of putrefaction, 
and I believe also a remedy for silk-worm disease and chicken 
cholera. But Dr. Hughes errs in supposing that his researches 
as to anthrax or splenic fever have ever been of any value ; the 
Hungarian, German, and English Government Commissions ap¬ 
pointed to enquire into this subject have unanimously condemned 
his system of inoculation for these diseases, and Dr. Koch, whose 
claim to high rank as a savant cannot be questioned, has arrived 
at the following very definite conclusion respecting it. He says: 
“ The preventive inoculation of Pasteur against splenic fever 
cannot be considered as practically utilizable on account of the 
insufficient protection that it gives to animals against natural 
infection, on account of the short duration of that protection, 
and on account of the great danger to which it subjects men and 
other non-inoculated animals.” , 

I think Dr. Hughes has also been misled as to the protective 
power against rabies claimed by M. Pasteur by his inoculation 
of dogs. Dr. Hughes says: “ M. Pasteur protected by, his 

method 23 dogs. These were then inoculated with rabid medulla 
(that is, spinal cord), and they all escaped hydrophobia.” M. 
Pasteifr only claims to protect 15 out of 20; moreover, w r e have 
no proof that rabid medulla so-called will cause hydrophobia. 
M. Pasteur’s human patients are all inoculated with rabid me- 
dulla, and yet it is clear that, whatever risks they run, the great 
majority escape, and Dr. Dulles, who has recently read an ad¬ 
mirable paper on this subject before the Philadelphia Medical 
Society, remarks, “ With regard to this claim I must state \hat 
not a single dog has been made refractory to rabies outside M. 
Pasteur’s laboratory, and that in his laboratory he has only suc¬ 
ceeded in rendering ‘refractory,’ as he calls it, 15 qr 16 out of 
20 dogs experimented on.” Dr. Dulles adds : “ One other point 
must not be overlooked in judging of Pasteur’s theories from a 
scientific standpoint, and that is, that he has utterly abandoned 
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the only natural virus of hydrophobia, the only one which can 
be asserted to communicate the disorder from one animal to 
another—the saliva—and has used an artificial irritant which 
probably has never produced rabies at all, but only a peculiar 
form of septic or simple inflammatory disease, of the significance 
of which M. Pasteur’s lack of medical education and experience 
make him unfit to judge, and which he has quite arbitrarily 
labeled hydrophobia.” As to veterinary and medical certificates 
I have no wish to undervalue them, but at the Veterinary Con¬ 
gress held in Paris a short time ago it was unanimously agreed 
that the diagnosis of rabies was impossible, and Dr. Quivogne, 
one of the foremost French veterinary surgeons, quoted and en¬ 
dorsed the same statement before the Municipal Council at Lyons, 
adding that he believed that 95 per cent, of the dogs pronounced 
to be mad were not so. In fact, Sir, I don’t hesitate to express 
my opinion that M. Pasteur’s so-called method of treating hydro¬ 
phobia in patients who have got nothing whatever the matter 
with them is a delusion and a snare, found on untrustworthy ex¬ 
periments and unsound reasoning, and I quite agree with Dr. 
Dulles that it ought to be rejected and condemned in the interests 
both of science and humanity. I am, Sir, etc., 

Chas. Bell Taylor, m.d. 


THE CAUSE OF WILDE’S DEATH. 

(“Sheffield Daily Telegraph,” November 17th.) 

Sir :—Dr. Hime is, no doubt, a very able man, and, from the 
attention he has given to the subject of Pasteur’s inoculations, 
well qualified to form an opinion on the case of poor Wilde, who 
has just died at Rotherham, after being inoculated 19 times by 
Pasteur. But something more than Dr. Hime’s opinion is .re¬ 
quired before the question as to the cause of the man’s death can 
be set at rest; and I cannot but regard it as a most unfortunate 
omission that no inquest was held. Dr. Hime was very laudably 
anxioqs to do all in his power to get to the bottom of the matter, 
but it is plain that his chief anxiety was for the credit of 
Pasteur and his system. He feared the creation of a prejudice 
against the system, and the consequent deterring of possible 
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patients from seeking what Dr. Hime calls, with more enthusiasm 
than scientific caution, “ the only safety.” 

The real question is what did Wilde die of? * * 

“ Congestion oi 1 the lungs,” says Dr. Hime, the appearances 
after death being, according to him, quite in harmony with the 
symptoms before death. Here we see the disadvantage of there 
having been no inquest: We have no official report. 

Now I must ask Dr. Hime if this Was an ordinary case of 
congestion of the lungs? Was not the man desperately ill 
before the congestion set in, and was not the congestion merely 
the last stage in the progress of an almost unique case of 
disease ? The symptoms that occurred * before Tuesday 
night had nothing whatever to do with congestion of the 
lungs; and it will not be contended that the remains of former 
lung affections had anything to do with his death, as he was 
apparently quite well six days before he died. 

Dr. Hime states that there were no symptoms of hydrophobia 
in the case. In a sense this is true, but it is not altogether 
true. One of the modes of death from hydrophobia is by paraly¬ 
sis affecting first the muscles and afterward the internal organs. 
In some other cases of death after inoculation by Pasteur 
“ paralysis of the lungs ” has been stated as the cause of death, 
apparently as an euphemism for hydrophobia. The man, Goffi, 
who died on October 20th in St. Thomas’ Hospital, was only ill 
a few days, and rapidly increasing paralysis was his chief symp¬ 
tom, and his doctors have not yet made up their minds whether 
he died of hydrophobia or not. 

Dr. Hime says “there is no difficulty in proving under such 
circumstances whether virus originating from the dog (even 
after passing through a human Being) is present, or virus from 
a rabbit (which is used by Pasteur for protective inoculation).” 
This is a bold statement. I should like to ask Dr. Hime one 
question on this head. Has he ever seen an instance in which 
rabbit hydrophobia has been communicated to an animal or a 
human being after passing through a human subject? 

Dr. Hime tells us Wilde was not bitten by Oates, and yet 
the circumstances justified his being sent to Pasteur. Dr. Hime 
should tell us just what the circumstances were. I confess it 
does not seem likely “that the injury inflicted by Oates had any- 
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thing to do with Wilde’s death. But if not, what was the 
cause? Not the old lung affections certainly, for old lung affec¬ 
tions do not kill in this rapid way. 

What caused the rapidly-increasing weakness, the sickness, the 
paralysis of the internal organs ending in paralysis of the lungs ? 
It is a remarkable fact that rabbits (from whose spinal marrows 
Pasteur’s patients are inoculated), after being infected with rabic 
matter die pf paralysis beginning in the lower limbs. I main¬ 
tain, Sir, that it is more than probable that the cause of death in 
the cases of Goffi and Wilde was Pasteur’s inoculations. Their 
diseases were so much unlike any known natural disease that 
they cannot be named with confidence, even after the post-mortem 
examination. I maintain, in the interests of the public, that 
their deaths must be regarded as in the highest degree “ suspi¬ 
cious.” What if M. Pasteur has invented a new disease instead 
of eradicating an old one? I am, Sir, etc., 

John H. Clarke, m.d. 

15, St. George’s Terrace, Gloucester Road, 

London, S. W., November 15th. 
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